
Please wait... 
  
If this message is not eventually replaced by the proper contents of the document, your PDF 
viewer may not be able to display this type of document. 
  
You can upgrade to the latest version of Adobe Reader for Windows®, Mac, or Linux® by 
visiting  http://www.adobe.com/go/reader_download. 
  
For more assistance with Adobe Reader visit  http://www.adobe.com/go/acrreader. 
  
Windows is either a registered trademark or a trademark of Microsoft Corporation in the United States and/or other countries. Mac is a trademark 
of Apple Inc., registered in the United States and other countries. Linux is the registered trademark of Linus Torvalds in the U.S. and other 
countries.





Montgomery
E.S.


Toad Hollow
Dog Park


Post Office


Department of
Motor Vehicles


Oakshade Commons
Shopping Center


(Safeway)


Playfields Park


Olive Drive / Pole Line Road
Connection


Olive
Drive


Neighborhood


80


801.4 miles


1.4 miles


.6 miles


L S
T


EAST EIGHTH ST


J ST FIFTH ST


Providing Safe Passage: 
Connecting Olive Drive to Essential Amenities 


Existing Route to
Destinations north
and south
New Route to
Destinations north
and south


0 0.25 0.50.125 Miles


App Part B-Q2B2a- 
Essential Amenities.pdf







Shaded Area:
Population: 13,100 residents
Bike Trips: .61-.68 /day 
VMT: 14.9-18.2/day
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Income Levels Significantly
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Montgomery Elementary 
Improvement Plan 


CD School Grounds 
• Upgrade bike parking to meet current City parking type and spacing 
standards; provide a minimum of 21 0 bicycle parking spaces 
• Provide visitor bicycle parking near the office 
·When bicycle parking is upgraded, provide a dismount zone on school 
grounds off the path 
• Restripe all crosswalks as high-visibility yellow 
• Update Loading Zone signage in the parking loop 
• Construct curb ramp for middle crosswalk 
• Construct curb ramps on both sides of southern crosswalk and path through 
landscaping 
• Construct sidewalk extension from crosswalk to Danbury Street 
• Provide fencing at southern edge of school grounds along path that 
protects students on campus while allowing for safe and convenient access 
to school o Walnut Park Parking Lot 
• Refresh existing white curb in loading zone 


® 
@) 


® 


® 


® 


Lillard Drive at Danbury Street 
• Trim vegetation 


Lillard Drive at Cowell Boulevard 
• Evaluate impacts to closing the right-turn slip lanes to auto traffic, allow 
through trafficlor turning bicyclists 
• Restripe all crosswalks as high-visibility white, move back to accommodate 
two-stage turn boxes 
• Install two stage turn boxes 


Lillard Drive at Faragut Circle 
• Replace existing white transverse crosswalks with high-visibility white 
• Install tactile domes on all three curb ramps 


• Install Rapid Rectangular Flashing Beacon (Rlane markings 
• Trim hedge at parking lot exit 


Danbury Street at Lillard Drive 


• Restripe crosswalks as high-visibility yellow 
• Install curb ramp 
• Relocate stop sign outside bike lane 


Lillard Drive at Drummond 
• Restripe crosswalk as high-visibility 
• Stencil "STOP" and stripe stop bars at all stop signs 
• Construct curb extension on all four corners 


® Path behind School 
• Add striping and signage to path at Danbury St! Putah Creek Crossing 
• Mark conflict points at path intersections 
• Create 'bicycle slow zone"near school bike parking area 
• Install wayfinding 


@ Putah Creek Crossing 
• Study the feasibility of constructing a formal crossing of Putah Creek 


@ Erma Lane at Path 
• Study the feasibility of constructing a path connection from Erma Lane 
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PROVIDING SAFE PASSAGE:


SWITRS BIKE/PED CRASH DATA IN PROJECT AREA (2009‐2014)


OBJECTID LOCATION COLL_TYPE INVOLVED EXTENT PCF LIGHTING PARTY1 PARTY2
10 Richards Blvd at Olive Dr Other Bicycle Other Visible Injury Wrong Side of Road Daylight Bicyclist Driver


185 Olive Dr at Richards Blvd Other Bicycle Other Visible Injury Auto R/W Violation Dark ‐ Street Lights Bicyclist Driver
188 Cowell Blvd at Lillard Dr Vehicle ‐ Pedestrian Pedestrian Other Visible Injury Pedestrian Violation Dark ‐ Street Lights Driver Pedestrian
279 Richards Blvd at Olive Dr Other Bicycle Complaint of Pain Auto R/W Violation Dusk ‐ Dawn Driver Bicyclist
287 Olive Dr at Richards Blvd Other Bicycle Complaint of Pain Traffic Signals and Signs Daylight Driver Bicyclist
449 Olive Drive at Richards Blvd Other Bicycle Complaint of Pain Auto R/W Violation Daylight Bicyclist Driver
590 Richards Blvd at Olive Drive Other Bicycle Other Visible Injury Unknown Daylight Driver Bicyclist
617 Richards Blvd at Olive Drive Other Bicycle Complaint of Pain Auto R/W Violation Dusk ‐ Dawn Driver Bicyclist
898 Richards Blvd at Olive Dr Other Bicycle Other Visible Injury Improper Turning Daylight Driver Bicyclist
976 Olive Dr at Richards Blvd Other Bicycle Complaint of Pain Other Hazardous Movement Daylight Bicyclist Driver
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Brian Abbanat


From: Julian  Ruzzier-Gaul <julian@conserosolutions.com>
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 10:59 AM
To: Brian Abbanat
Subject: FW: City of Davis ATP Grant Application


 
‐‐  


Julian Ruzzier-Gaul 
Research Associate 
Consero Solutions 
(530) 746-2083 
 


From: "Wallace, Melanie@CCC" <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of "ATP@CCC" <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV> 
Date: Friday, June 3, 2016 at 10:58 AM 
To: Julian Ruzzier‐Gaul <julian@conserosolutions.com> 
Subject: FW: City of Davis ATP Grant Application 
 


Hi Julian, 
  
The CCC is unable to participate in this ATP project. Please include a copy of this email with your application as proof of 
reaching us. 
  
Thank you, 
  
Melanie Wallace 
Chief Deputy Analyst 
California Conservation Corps 
1719 24th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95816 
O (916)341‐3153 
M (916)508‐1167 
F (877)315‐5085 
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov 
  
Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at: 


 
SaveOurWater.com ∙ Drought.CA.gov 
  


From: Julian Ruzzier‐Gaul [mailto:julian@conserosolutions.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 2:02 PM 
To: inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org; ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV> 
Cc: Brian Abbanat <BAbbanat@cityofdavis.org>; Petrea Marchand <petrea@conserosolutions.com> 
Subject: City of Davis ATP Grant Application 
  
Good morning Mr. Lofton and Ms. Wallace, 
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The City of Davis intends to submit an application for the California Transportation Commission’s 
Alternative Transportation Program (ATP). Per Question #8, applicants are required to submit project descriptions 
to the California and Community Conservation Corps. The City of Davis intends to submit an application to 
construct Safe Routes to School Street improvements for Montgomery Elementary School and construct a 
bicycle/pedestrian bridge from the Olive Drive neighborhood on the Pole Line Road overcrossing. Attached is the 
required project information. 
  
Project Title: Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery Elementary and Olive Drive 
  
Project Description: Construct Safe Routes to School infrastructure improvements for Montgomery Elementary School 
and design and construct a  
bicycle/pedestrian bridge from the Olive Drive neighborhood to the two‐way multi‐use path on the Pole Line Road 
overcrossing. 
  
Project Location: In Davis: 1) Within 1/4‐mile of Montgomery Elementary School; and 2) Olive Drive bike path where it 
meets with the Pole Line Road overcrossing. 
  
Project Map: See attached 
  
Project Schedule: 6/2020 – 5/2021 
  
Detailed Estimate: See attached 
  
Please let me know if you have any questions. 
‐‐  
Julian Ruzzier-Gaul 
Research Associate 
Consero Solutions 
(530) 746-2083 
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Brian Abbanat


From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 1:53 PM
To: Julian Ruzzier-Gaul
Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov; Brian Abbanat; Petrea Marchand
Subject: Re: City of Davis ATP Grant Application


Hello Julian, 
 


Baldeo Singh of the Sacramento Regional Conservation Corps (SRCC) has responded that they are 
able to assist the Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery Elementary and Olive 
Drive Project if it receives funding.  


 


The SRCC crew can work on the following items: 


1.      Any Clearing and Grubbing 


2.      Landscape work 


Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Corps. Feel 
free to contact Baldeo (bsingh@saccorps.org) directly if your project receives funding.  


Thank you, 


Dominique 
 
On Wed, Jun 1, 2016 at 2:02 PM, Julian Ruzzier-Gaul <julian@conserosolutions.com> wrote: 
Good morning Mr. Lofton and Ms. Wallace, 
  
The City of Davis intends to submit an application for the California Transportation Commission’s 
Alternative Transportation Program (ATP). Per Question #8, applicants are required to submit project descriptions 
to the California and Community Conservation Corps. The City of Davis intends to submit an application to 
construct Safe Routes to School Street improvements for Montgomery Elementary School and construct a 
bicycle/pedestrian bridge from the Olive Drive neighborhood on the Pole Line Road overcrossing. Attached is the 
required project information. 
  
Project Title: Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery Elementary and Olive Drive 
  
Project Description: Construct Safe Routes to School infrastructure improvements for Montgomery Elementary School 
and design and construct a  
bicycle/pedestrian bridge from the Olive Drive neighborhood to the two‐way multi‐use path on the Pole Line Road 
overcrossing. 
  
Project Location: In Davis: 1) Within 1/4‐mile of Montgomery Elementary School; and 2) Olive Drive bike path where it 
meets with the Pole Line Road overcrossing. 
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Project Map: See attached 
  
Project Schedule: 6/2020 – 5/2021 
  
Detailed Estimate: See attached 
  
Please let me know if you have any questions. 
‐‐  


Julian Ruzzier-Gaul 
Research Associate 
Consero Solutions 
(530) 746-2083 
 
 
 
 
--  
 
Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant 
Environmental & Energy Consulting 
1121 L Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
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Form Date: April , 2016 ATP                                                                       Cycle 3 Call for Projects - Application Form – Attachment A 
 


 


 
 


Part C: Attachments  
Attachment A:    Signature Page 


 


IMPORTANT:  Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures. 
 


Implementing Agency:  Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board 
The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are 
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to 
commit the agency’s resources and funds.  They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are 
true and complete to the best of their knowledge.   For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of 
the public right‐of‐way facilities (responsible for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.   
 


Signature:  _____________________________________  Date:  6/14/2016 


Name:    Dirk Brazil        Phone:  (530) 757‐5602 


Title:    City Manager        e‐mail:  dbrazil@cityofdavis.org 
 
 
 
 


For projects with a Partnering Agency:  Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board    
(For use only when appropriate) 
The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the 
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they 
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines.  The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer 
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also 
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge. 
 


Signature:  _____________________________________  Date:  ________________________________________ 


Name:    _____________________________________  Phone:  ________________________________________ 


Title:    _____________________________________  e‐mail:  ________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 


For projects with encroachments on the State right‐of‐way:   Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval* 
(For use only when appropriate) 
If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right‐of‐way, whether it affects the safety or 
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office 
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic 
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is 
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears 
to be reasonable and acceptable.   


Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached?  Yes.   If yes, no signature is required.  If no, the following signature is required. 
 


Signature:  _____________________________________  Date:  ________________________________________ 


Name:    _____________________________________  Phone:  ________________________________________ 


Title:    _____________________________________  e‐mail:  ________________________________________ 
 


*  Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information.  DLAE contact information can 
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm 
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City of Davis
Walk and Bike Audit Report
March 2014
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School access point 


Existing bicycle parking 


Existing bike lanes 


Existing bike paths 


Proposed sidewalk/curb 
extension 
Proposed wayfinding 
signage 


RRFB with Pedestrian 
Crossing Signage: 
Wll-2 with W16-7P 


Driver guide signage: 
R8-3gP 


\,so 


Montgomery 
Elementary 


SchoQI 


Montgomery Elementary 
Improvement Plan 


CD School Grounds 
• Upgrade bike parking to meet current City parking type and spacing 
standards; provide a minimum of 21 0 bicycle parking spaces 
• Provide visitor bicycle parking near the office 
·When bicycle parking is upgraded, provide a dismount zone on school 
grounds off the path 
• Restripe all crosswalks as high-visibility yellow 
• Update Loading Zone signage in the parking loop 
• Construct curb ramp for middle crosswalk 
• Construct curb ramps on both sides of southern crosswalk and path through 
landscaping 
• Construct sidewalk extension from crosswalk to Danbury Street 
• Provide fencing at southern edge of school grounds along path that 
protects students on campus while allowing for safe and convenient access 
to school o Walnut Park Parking Lot 
• Refresh existing white curb in loading zone 


® 
@) 


® 


® 


® 


Lillard Drive at Danbury Street 
• Trim vegetation 


Lillard Drive at Cowell Boulevard 
• Evaluate impacts to closing the right-turn slip lanes to auto traffic, allow 
through trafficlor turning bicyclists 
• Restripe all crosswalks as high-visibility white, move back to accommodate 
two-stage turn boxes 
• Install two stage turn boxes 


Lillard Drive at Faragut Circle 
• Replace existing white transverse crosswalks with high-visibility white 
• Install tactile domes on all three curb ramps 


• Install Rapid Rectangular Flashing Beacon (Rlane markings 
• Trim hedge at parking lot exit 


Danbury Street at Lillard Drive 


• Restripe crosswalks as high-visibility yellow 
• Install curb ramp 
• Relocate stop sign outside bike lane 


Lillard Drive at Drummond 
• Restripe crosswalk as high-visibility 
• Stencil "STOP" and stripe stop bars at all stop signs 
• Construct curb extension on all four corners 


® Path behind School 
• Add striping and signage to path at Danbury St! Putah Creek Crossing 
• Mark conflict points at path intersections 
• Create 'bicycle slow zone"near school bike parking area 
• Install wayfinding 


@ Putah Creek Crossing 
• Study the feasibility of constructing a formal crossing of Putah Creek 


@ Erma Lane at Path 
• Study the feasibility of constructing a path connection from Erma Lane 
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Re comme nde d Engine e ring Improve ments 


Walk & Bike  Audit Re port | 2-21 


2.4. Montgomery Elementary 
Principal:  Sally Plicka 


Grades:   K-6 


Number of Students: 402 students 


Arrival:   Morning K – 8:30 AM 


   Afternoon K – 11:50 AM 


   Grades 1-6 – 8:30 AM 
Departure:  Morning K – 11:50 AM 


   Afternoon K – 3:10 PM 


   Grades 1-3 – 2:35 PM 


   Grades 5-6 – 3:05 PM 


   Wednesdays – 1:30 PM 


2.4.1 School Layout 
Montgomery Elementary is located in south Davis at the intersection of Lillard Drive and Danbury Street.  To 


the west is Walnut Park and to the east is Putah Creek Park. Both parks connect with the shared use path. 


South of Putah Creek is unincorporated county, but all students here attend Montgomery Elementary. In 


addition to the path, there is a robust network of multi-use paths connecting this area across Interstate 80 to 


the north. The loading zone for the school is within the school’s parking lot, accessed from Danbury Street. 


The shared use path has a tunnel under Danbury Street adjacent to Montgomery Elementary. 


There are three points of access to Montgomery Elementary: the main entrance at the school parking 


lot/ loading zone, a rear parking lot that serves Walnut Park and the adjacent child development center, and 


from the shared use path- which runs along the south side of the school. 


Lillard Drive is the primary roadway in this area, and becomes Pole Line Road to the west after crossing 


Cowell Boulevard. Most major roadways in this area also have bike lanes, though many have traffic speed and 


volumes that might discourage students and parents from bicycling. There are grade-separated pathway 


crossings where pathways meet large roads throughout this area of Davis, providing a comfortable off-street 


network.  The primary bicycle parking at Montgomery is located on the south side of the school beside the 


shared use path. There is a small amount of bicycle parking in the front of the school beside the library. 


2.4.2 Crossing Guards 
There is one crossing guard at the intersection of Lillard Drive at Danbury Street. 


2.4.3 Audit 
The audit took place on the morning of Tuesday, May 14th, 2013. There were sixteen stakeholders at the audit, 


including representatives from the City, the school, the District, the community, and interested parents.  


Stakeholders observed conditions at twelve locations: in the school parking lot/ loading zone, at three multi-


use path tunnels along the shared use path, at three intersections along Lillard Drive, at the bike parking area 


on the south side of the school, at Pole Line Road at Cowell Boulevard, and at Danbury Street at Montgomery 


Avenue. Afterward, stakeholders reconvened to discuss observations and opportunities for improvements. 
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2.4.4 Opportunities and Recommended Improvements 
Location Reported or Observed Challenge Recommendations 


1. School Grounds 
 
Priority: Low           


• Bicycle parking does not meet current 
standards, providing only one point of 
contact with bicycle and does not provide 
enough maneuvering space 


• Recent counts show 78 students bicycle to 
school 


• The student bicycle parking location is too 
close to the shared use path  and the 
“dismount here” stencil places students in 
the path of through traffic 


• Visitor bicycle parking does not meet 
current standards 


• Signage in the loading zone is outdated, 
parents double-park in the loading loop 
and do not use the far end of the loop 


• Crosswalks in parking lot are faded 
• Crosswalk in south end of parking lot ends 


at landscaped area providing no 
pedestrian access across 


• Crosswalk across access lane is narrow and 
has no ramps 


• Sidewalk along driveway exit to Danbury 
Street is narrow and has no curb ramps  


• Upgrade bike parking to meet current City 
parking type and spacing standards, 
provide a minimum of 210 bicycle parking 
spaces  


• Provide visitor bicycle parking near the 
office 


• When bicycle parking is upgraded, provide 
a dismount zone on school grounds off the 
path  


• Restripe all crosswalks as high-visibility 
yellow 


• Update Loading Zone signage in the 
parking loop 


• Construct curb ramp for middle crosswalk 
• Construct curb ramps on both sides of 


southern crosswalk and path through 
landscaping 


• Construct sidewalk extension from 
crosswalk to Danbury Street 


• Provide fencing at southern edge of school 
grounds along path that protects students 
on campus while allowing for safe and 
convenient access to school 


 


2. Walnut Park 
Parking Lot 


 
Priority: Medium       


• Parents use park’s parking lot for drop off 
• Loading area has faded curb striping 
• Curb striping in loading zone is faded; 


there is no curb ramp access in the 
loading zone. 


• Refresh existing white curb in loading zone 
 


3. Lillard Drive at 
Danbury Street 


 
Priority: High            


• Vegetation encroaches on sidewalks near 
the school  


• Trim vegetation  


4. Lillard Drive  at 
Cowell Boulevard 


 
Priority: High            


• Wide intersection with right turn slip-lanes 
• Conflicts between turning vehicles and 


the bike path crossings of intersection  
• Reported poor yield rate by drivers in right 


turn lanes 


• Evaluate impacts to closing the right-turn 
slip lanes to auto traffic, allow through 
traffic for turning bicyclists 


• Restripe all crosswalks as high-visibility 
white, move back to accommodate two-
stage turn boxes 


• Install two stage turn boxes 
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Re comme nde d Engine e ring Improve ments 


Walk & Bike  Audit Re port | 2-23 


Location Reported or Observed Challenge Recommendations 


5. Lillard Drive at 
Faragut Circle 


 
Priority: High            


• Existing uncontrolled crossing has  
transverse crosswalk and no crossing 
signage 


• Reported poor yield rate 
• Reported fast vehicle speeds 


• Replace existing white transverse 
crosswalks with high-visibility white 


• Install tactile domes on all three curb ramps 
• Install pedestrian crossing signage 
• Install Rapid Rectangular Flashing Beacon 


(RRFB)  
 


6. Danbury Street 
 
Priority: Low           


• Bike lane markings are faded • Refresh bike lane markings 
• Trim hedge at parking lot exit 


7. Danbury Street at 
Lillard Drive 


 
Priority: Medium           


• Wide intersection, drivers don’t always see 
pedestrians or bicyclists 


• Northwest corner does not have a curb 
ramp 


• Stop sign in bike lane 


• Restripe crosswalks as high-visibility yellow 
• Install curb ramp 
• Relocate stop sign outside bike lane 


8. Lillard Drive at 
Drummond 
Avenue 
 


Priority: High      
 


• Wide intersection  • Restripe crosswalk as high-visibility  
• Stencil STOP and stripe stop bars at all stop 


signs 
• Construct curb extension on all four corners  


9. Path behind 
School 


 
Priority: Medium           


• High use and reported user conflicts • Add striping and signage to path  at 
Danbury St/ Putah Creek Crossing 


• Mark conflict points at path intersections 
• Create ‘bicycle slow zone’ near school bike 


parking area 
• Install wayfinding 


10. Putah Creek 
Crossing 


 
Priority: Medium           


• Informal crossing across Putah Creek 
connects the shared use path to the north 
with Willowbank Road in unincorporated 
county to the south but does not meet 
standards and accesses private property 


 


• Study the feasibility of constructing a formal 
crossing of Putah Creek 


 


11. Erma Lane  at 
Path 


 
Priority: High        
 


• No path access from Erma Lane and Royal 
Oak Mobile Home area 


• Study the feasibility of constructing a path 
connection from Erma Lane 


12. Willowcreek Park See Pioneer Elementary See Pioneer Elementary 
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7300 Folsom Boulevard, Suite 203  Sacramento, CA 95826 
www.markthomas.com  Tel: (916) 381-9100 Fax: (916) 381-9180 


M A R K  T H O M A S  &  C O M P A N Y ,  I N C .  
Providing Engineering, Surveying and Planning Services 


Memorandum 
To: Brian Abbanat, City of Davis File: SA-16115 


From: Garry Horton, PE, Mark Thomas and Company 


Date: June 1, 2016 


RE: Olive Drive to Pole Line Bicycle/ Pedestrian Connection


The purpose of this memorandum is to outline the cost and key issues for a new pedestrian/ bicycle connection 
between Olive Drive and the Pole Line Road Overcrossing.  


The City of Davis desires to construct a pedestrian/ bicycle access from the eastern limits of Olive Drive at the 
Interstate80 (I=80) freeway exit ramp to connect to the Pole Line Road overcrossing (OC). This connection 
will improve circulation by avoiding the existing barriers of I-80 and the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR). 
Access to the bike path paralleling I-80 is limited to two locations within the City, Richards Boulevard and 
Mace Boulevard, over 2.5 miles apart. This new connection will add a new access approximately 1/3 the 
distance from Richards Boulevard and also provide opportunities for users to avoid the heavily congested 
UPRR underpass at Richards Boulevard.   


PROJECT UNDERSTANDING:  


Right of Way 
The portion of the bicycle path in Davis at the Pole Line Road OC is located in State right of way that was 
reserved for a multi-purpose corridor when I-80 was widened in the late 1950’s and converted to an access 
controlled freeway. This corridor is now used by utility companies to accommodate and maintain 
communication lines, drainage facilities from the City detention basins that drain to the Yolo Bypass, and for 
the existing bicycle path. The corridor is located outside of the access control limits of I-80 and mostly remains 
in possession by the State. As a consequence of the corridor being used for access to utility lines, the corridor 
needs both horizontal and vertical clearance for maintenance vehicles. The proposed project cannot eliminate 
access for utility maintenance vehicles. 
 
Approximately 200-feet west of the Pole Line Road OC and continuing approximately 650-feet westerly to 
Olive Avenue, the State relinquished the ROW to Yolo County and subsequently to the City of Davis. 
Therefore, the proposed connection between Olive Drive and Pole Line Road is entirely located within public 
ROW and no easements or acquisitions are needed from private parcels or UPRR.  


Underground Utilities 
There are known underground telecommunication lines within the State right of way that may need to be 
protected or relocated. The corridor is almost 50-feet wide at the project location, so any relocation effort 
would be minor. There is a 15-inch sewer line located approximately 25-feet west of the Pole Line Road OC. 
This sewer line crosses under I-80 and the UPRR right of way. It is anticipated that the sewer line can remain 
in place because the design of the structure foundations can be located to avoid conflicts and the foundation 


App Part C-Attachment D-Proposed Improvements







Mark Thomas & Company 
June 1, 2016 


2 


type can likely use drilled shafts to eliminate potential pile driving vibration damage (this would be verified 
during detailed design) 
 
Based on a review of the foundation plans for the construction of the Pole Line Road OC, the 
telecommunication lines are the only other utilities in the corridor. There are underground gas lines located 
within the UPRR right of way, however these will be not be impacted.  


Structure Design 
As previously mentioned, drilled shafts are proposed as the foundation type. The added benefit of drilled shafts 
is that they are about 1/3 the size of a normal foundation with driven piles. This greatly decreases the potential 
of damaging the sewer line and avoiding the underground telecommunication lines. This construction method 
also has a lower noise level during construction than normal driven pile foundations.  
 
The Pole Line Road OC is approximately 34-35 feet above the elevation of the existing bike path. It is 
proposed that the approach ramp be placed on retaining walls up to the first 5 to 10 feet of elevation gain and 
then place the pathway on structure. The transition to structure would provide an open view of the path and 
avoid a long obscured view if long retaining walls were used (The exact location of the end of the structure and 
height of walls has not been determined). The portion of the pathway between retaining walls will have a 
profile grade of slightly less than 5% to meet ADA standards. Once on structure, the path will be designed as 
an ADA ramp with up to a 30-foot (max) run and 2.5-foot (max) elevation gain and then 5-foot landings. This 
shortens the amount of structure length by approximately 150-feet as compared to a straight 5% grade without 
landings.  


The proposed structure will connect to the Pole Line Road OC, however it will be isolated structurally so that 
no loads are transferred between the two structures. This eliminates the need to analyze the Pole Line Road OC 
for seismic interaction between the structures.  


Impacts during Construction 
The existing bicycle path should remain open during construction. Due to the close proximity of UPRR, a 
temporary relocation of the path is proposed within the existing I-80 access control limits. A temporary fence 
would be placed a minimum of 30-feet from the edge of the I-80 travelled way and a temporary paved path 
placed. In the event that Caltrans will not approve this temporary encroachment, a more expensive alternative 
would be to place permanent fencing at the UPRR right of way and a temporary 8-foot wide path immediately 
next to UPRR. Either option will allow the existing path to remain open during construction; however using 
the I-80 encroachment would provide a less expensive and wider path during the 8 month construction 
duration. 
 
Construction Cost and Conclusion: 
The structure can be constructed within existing public right of way with minimal conflicts with utilities and existing users.  
The construction cost is estimated at $2,800,000 and Utility Relocation/Engineering at $950,000 for a total project cost of 
$3,750,000.  
 


ATTACHMENTS:  
 


 Project Layout 
 Construction Cost Estimate 
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City of Davis 5/31/2016
Pole Line Road Connection


Project Description:
Construct an ADA compliant 12-foot wide pedestrian/ bicycle connection from Olive Drive
to the Pole Line Road Overcrossing.  The path is located within City ROW and State ROW that is
outside of the I-80 access control limit.
Estimate uses Caltrans Guidelines for PSR Costing
See Elevation View for Structure Layout and Typical Section


Structure Items Quanitity Unit Unit Cost Cost 
Subsection Total 


Cost
REMOVE CONCRETE BARRIER 
(PARAPET) 30 LF $120 $3,600
REMOVE RAILING (TYPE 7) 30 LF $50 $1,500
CHAIN LINK RAILING (TYPE 7L) 1,270 LF $125 $158,750
72" CIDH CONCRETE PILING 200 LF $1,200 $240,000
REFINISH BRIDGE DECK 30 SQFT $200 $6,000
STRUCTURE EXCAVATION (RW) 385 CY $175 $67,375
STRUCTURE BACKFILL (RW) 495 CY $150 $74,250
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE (RW) 275 CY $1,500 $412,500
BAR REINFORCING STEEL (RW) 35,750 LBS $1.5 $53,625
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE (BR) 426 CY $1,600 $681,600
BAR REINFORCING STEEL (BR) 64,000 LBS $1.50 $96,000
Sub-Total Structure Items $1,795,200
Mobilization $199,466.67
Contingencies @25% $498,667
Subtotal Structure Items $2,493,333


Path Items
Asphalt Concrete 260 Ton $150 $39,000
Asphalt Concrete Temp Path) 100 Ton $150 $15,000
Aggregate Base 210 CY $100 $21,000
Curb & Gutter 1420 LF $10 $14,200
Curb 1350 LF $7 $9,450
PCC Island for Cycle Track 35 CY $400 $14,000
Drainage 1 LS $25,000 $25,000
Remove Traffic Stripe 4100 LF $1.50 $6,150
Traffic Stripe 4800 LF $2 $9,600
Reset Access Control Fence 200 LF $15 $3,000
Clear & Grub 1 LS $10,000 $10,000
Erosion Control 1 LS $5,000 $5,000
SWPPP/ Temp Erosion Control 1 LS $5,000 $5,000
Mobilization $19,600
Minor Items 15.0% $26,460
Contingencies 25.0% $44,100
Subtotal Path Items $266,560
Total Construction Bid Estimate $2,759,893


Say $2,800,000
Utility Relocation
Relocate Two Telecommunications 
Cables 500 LF 50 $40,000 $40,000
Engineering Costs 
Planning Costs 5% $140,000
Design Costs 15% $420,000
Construction Management Fee 12% $336,000
Subtotal Utility and Engineering $936,000


$3,736,000
Total Cost


$3,750,000


Mark Thomas & Co.


Budget Estimate
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Olive Drive Train Crossings (pre‐fence)


UP Fence
Left: Looking 
SW toward 
Olive Dr and 
train station 
platform


Right: Looking 
SE toward 
Olive Dr


Above: Crossings prior to fence
Left: Former Hickory Lane crossing


Right: Former Slatter’s Court crossing
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Olive Drive Street Conditions


Missing 
sidewalks


Above: WB I‐80 / Olive Dr off‐ramp approach.
Left, Right: Olive Drive @  I‐80 off‐ramp
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Olive Drive Street Conditions


Excessively wide 
driveway ramps, 


missing 
sidewalk (right)


Above: Root uplifting
Left: Missing Sidewalk


Right: Sidwalk abruptly ends
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“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system  
to enhance California’s economy and livability” 


 


  


STATE OF CALIFORNIA------- CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 3 
703 B STREET 
MARYSVILLE, CA  95901 
PHONE  (530) 741-4233 
FAX  (530) 741-4245 
TTY  711 
www.dot.ca.gov/dist3 
 


 


 Serious drought. 
Help save water! 


 
June 6, 2016 
 
 
Mr. Brian Abbanat 
Transportation Planner 
City of Davis 
1717 Fifth Street 
Davis, CA 95616 
 
Dear Mr. Abbanat:   
 
This letter is in support of the City of Davis’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant 
application for the “Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery Elementary and Olive 
Drive” project. The project proposes to construct Safe Routes to School infrastructure 
improvements for Montgomery Elementary School and design and construct a bicycle/pedestrian 
bridge from the disadvantaged Olive Drive neighborhood to the two-way multi-use path on the 
Pole Line Road overcrossing. The project will connect the neighborhood to the school and other 
basic neighborhood destinations. 
 
The project is consistent with Caltrans’s Complete Streets Program. Providing multimodal travel 
options is a crucial strategy for reducing greenhouse gas emissions and other environmental 
impacts associated with single-occupancy driving habits. Caltrans is committed to working with 
local communities to improve connections to transit and to increase the appeal of walking and 
bicycling. The proposed improvements will help achieve these goals. 
 
The proposed improvements will need to meet ADA and design standards or approved design 
exceptions. Caltrans staff is prepared to coordinate with the City of Davis on any necessary 
improvements and maintenance agreements for the portions of the proposed facilities within the 
State right-of-way. We look forward to working with the City on this worthwhile project. 
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
BOJANA GUTIERREZ 
Chief, Office of Freeway Operations 
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June 26, 2015 
 
 
 
 
Greg Chew, Community Design Program Coordinator 
SACOG 
Via City of Davis Public Works Department 
 
RE: Letter of Understanding, Olive Drive – Pole Line Road Connection  
 
Dear Mr. Chew: 
 
Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) understands that the City of Davis is submitting a Community 
Design Program grant application to SACOG to fund pre-construction efforts related to a 
bicycle/pedestrian connection from the US40 path at Olive Drive to the Pole Line Road 
Overcrossing. The project also includes a two-way cycle path on the north side of Olive Drive 
leading away from the I-80 off-ramp onto Olive Drive.  
 
Union Pacific Railroad supports efforts to improve safety near railroad tracks and rail facilities, 
including safe access under or over the tracks, which reduces trespassing.  
 
Union Pacific Railroad cannot commit to supporting the proposed project until it is fully designed 
and any potential impacts to UPRR operations can be evaluated. However, we understand that 
preliminary conversations with Caltrans and the City indicate that the ramp structure can be built 
outside of UPRR right-of-way, which would likely not interfere with railroad operations.  As the 
project progresses, UP will work with the City to review engineering plan sets and discuss 
construction plans.  
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.  
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
 
Liisa Lawson Stark 
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost


Important: Read the Instructions in the other sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter in shaded fields (with formulas).
Project Information: Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery Elementary and Olive Drive
Agency: Davis


Application ID: 03-Davis-1 Prepared by: B. Abbanat Date: 6/1/15


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:
Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)


Item No. Location Improvement Item Quan. Units Unit Cost Total
Item Cost % $ % $ % $ % $


Olive Drive / Pole Line Rd Connection
General Overhead


1 Remove Concrete Barrier (parapet) 30 LF 120.00$             $3,600 100% $3,600
2 Traffic Management Plan 30 LF 50.00$                $1,500 100% $1,500


General Construction (Structure)
3 Chain Link Railing 1270 LF $125.00 $158,800 100% $158,800
4 72" CIDH Concrete Piling 200 LF $1,200.00 $240,000 100% $240,000
5 Refinish Bridge Deck 30 SF $200.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
6 Structure Excavation (RW) 385 CY $175.00 $67,400 100% $67,400
7 Structure Backfill (RW) 495 CY $150.00 $74,300 100% $74,300
8 Structural Concrete (RW) 275 CY $1,500.00 $412,500 100% $412,500
9 Bar Reinforcing Steel (RW) 35750 LBS $1.50 $53,600 100% $53,600
10 Structural Concrete (BR) 426 CY $1,600.00 $681,600 100% $681,600
11 Bar Reinforcing Steel (BR) 64000 LBS $1.50 $96,000 100% $96,000


Lighting (BR) 5 EA $7,000.00 $35,000 100% $35,000
Subtotal $1,830,300 100% $1,830,300


Mobilization $199,500 100% $199,500
Contingencies (25%) $498,700 100% $498,700
Subtotal (Structure) $2,528,500 100% $2,528,500


General Construction (Path)
12 Asphalt Concrete 260 Ton 150.00$             $39,000 100% $39,000
13 Asphalt Concrete (temp path) 100 Ton 150.00$             $15,000 100% $15,000
14 Aggregate Base 210 CY 100.00$             $21,000 100% $21,000
15 Curb & Gutter 1420 LF 10.00$                $14,200 100% $14,200
16 Curb & Gutter 1350 LF 7.00$                  $9,500 100% $9,500
17 PCC Island for Cycle Track 35 CY 400.00$             $14,000 100% $14,000
18 Drainage 1 LS 25,000.00$        $25,000 100% $25,000
19 Remove Traffic Stripe 4100 LF 1.50$                  $6,200 100% $6,200
20 Traffic Stripe 4800 LF 2.00$                  $9,600 100% $9,600
21 Reset Access control Fence 200 LF 15.00$                $3,000 100% $3,000
22 Clear & Grub 1 LS 10,000.00$        $10,000 100% $10,000
23 Erosion Control 1 LS 5,000.00$          $5,000 100% $5,000
24 SWPPP/Temp Eriosion control 1 LS 5,000.00$          $5,000 100% $5,000


Mobilization $19,600 100% $19,600
Minor Items $26,500 100% $26,500


Contingencies $44,100 100% $44,100
Subtotal (Path) $266,700 100% $266,700


Grant Total $2,795,200 100% $2,795,200
Grant Total (for budget) $2,795,000 100% $2,795,000


Montgomery E.S. SRTS/WBAR Improvements
General Construction


25 6. Danbury Street Refresh bike lane markings Bike Lane Paint, refresh 3000 LF 1.00$                   $3,000 100% $3,000


26 8. Lillard Drive at Drummond Avenue Construct curb extension on all four corners Curb extension 4 EA 25,000.00$        $100,000 100% $100,000
27 7. Danbury Street at Lillard Drive Install curb ramp Curb Ramp 1 EA 7,500.00$          $7,500 100% $7,500


Project Description: Construct Safe Routes to School infrastructure improvements for Montgomery Elementary School and design and construct a bicycle/pedestrian bridge from the disadvantaged Olive Drive neighborhood to the two-way multi-use path on the Pole Line Road overcrossing, 
connecting the neighborhood to the school and other basic neighborhood destinations.


Project Location: In Davis: 1) Within ¼-mile of Montgomery Elementary School; and 2) Olive Drive bike path where Pole Line Road crosses over the path.


Cost Breakdown
Note: Cost can apply to more than one category. Therefore may be over 100%.


ATP Eligible Items Landscaping Non-Participating 
Items


To be Constructed 
by Corps/CCC
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Item No. Location Improvement Item Quan. Units Unit Cost Total
Item Cost % $ % $ % $ % $


Note: Cost can apply to more than one category. Therefore may be over 100%.


ATP Eligible Items Landscaping Non-Participating 
Items


To be Constructed 
by Corps/CCC


28 4. Lillard Drive  at Cowell Boulevard Evaluate impacts to closing the right‐turn slip lanes to auto traffic,Engineering / planning study 1 LS 5,000.00$          $5,000 100% $5,000
29 10. Putah Creek Crossing Study the feasibility of constructing a formal crossing of Putah CreEngineering / planning study 1 LS 20,000.00$        $20,000 100% $20,000
30 11. Erma Lane  at Path Construct a path connection from Erma Lane Path paving 1 LS 10,000.00$        $10,000 100% $10,000
31 9. Path behind School Add striping and signage to path  at Danbury St/ Putah Creek Cros Project 1 LS 5,000.00$          $5,000 100% $5,000
32 9. Path behind School Mark conflict points at path intersections Project 1 LS 2,500.00$          $2,500 100% $2,500
33 7. Danbury Street at Lillard Drive Relocate stop sign outside bike lane Remove and install sign 1 EA 300.00$             $300 100% $300
34 9. Path behind School Create ‘bicycle slow zone’ near school bike parking area SLOW ZONE design 1 LS 2,500.00$          $2,500 100% $2,500
35 8. Lillard Drive at Drummond Avenue Stencil STOP and stripe stop bars at all stop signs STOP bar paint 56 LF 5.00$                  $280 100% $280
36 8. Lillard Drive at Drummond Avenue Stencil STOP and stripe stop bars at all stop signs STOP stencil paint 88 SF 5.00$                  $440 100% $440
37 5. Lillard Drive at Faragut Circle Install tactile domes on all three curb ramps Tactile Dome Pads 3 EA 250.00$              $750 100% $750
38 4. Lillard Drive  at Cowell Boulevard Install two stage turn boxes Two‐stage turn box 2 EA 5,000.00$          $10,000 100% $10,000
39 9. Path behind School Install wayfinding Wayfinding signs 3 EA 250.00$             $750 100% $750
40 2. Walnut Park Parking Lot Refresh existing white curb in loading zone White curb paint 300 LF 1.00$                  $300 100% $300
41 4. Lillard Drive  at Cowell Boulevard Restripe all crosswalks as high‐visibility white, move back to accomWhite Xwalk paint 798 LF 25.00$                $19,950 100% $19,950
42 5. Lillard Drive at Faragut Circle Replace existing white transverse crosswalks with high‐visibility wWhite Xwalk paint 90 LF 25.00$                $2,250 100% $2,250
43 8. Lillard Drive at Drummond Avenue Restripe crosswalk as high‐visibility  White Xwalk paint 270 LF 25.00$                $6,750 100% $6,750
44 7. Danbury Street at Lillard Drive Restripe crosswalks as high‐visibility yellow Yellow Xwalk paint 124 LF 25.00$                $3,100 100% $3,100


Subtotal of Construction Items: $200,000 100% $200,000


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items)  : 25%                                 Enter in the cell to the right $50,000


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost: $250,000


TOTAL Olive Drive / Pole Line Rd Connection & Montgomery E.S. SRTS/WBAR Improvements $3,045,000


Project Cost Estimate:
Type of Project Delivery Cost Cost $


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): $140,000


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): $420,000


Total PE: $560,000 25% Max


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: $5,000


Acquisitions and Utilities: $35,000


Total RW: $40,000


Construction (CON)
Construction Engineering (CE): $390,000 10% 15% Max


Total Construction Items & Contingencies: $3,435,000


Total CON: $3,825,000


Total Project Cost Estimate: $4,425,000
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April 16, 2015


Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails


MASTER PLAN


SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
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The Sacramento region’s Bicycle, 
Pedestrian, and Trails Master 
Plan envisions a complete 
transportation system that 
supports healthy living and active 
communities where bicycling and 
walking are viable and popular 
travel choices in a comprehensive, 
safe, and convenient network. 
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Creating opportunities to integrate bicycle and 


pedestrian travel into daily routine . 
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ment to encourage more walking, biking, transit use, and shorter auto 
trips. To create a more compact land use pattern, projected develop-
ment revolves around the addition of more small-lot and attached 
housing, increased infill and redevelopment opportunities, and plan-
ning for communities with a mix of uses. The forecasted land use 
patterns accommodate a 40 percent population increase with only an 
additional 7 percent of land developed (53,266 acres).4 The MTP/SCS 
projects that the total share of housing in Centers and Corridors—
areas with higher density, more mixed uses, and a wider variety of 
transportation infrastructure—will increase from 12 percent in 2008 
to 16 percent in 2035, primarily on vacant or underutilized land in 
close proximity to services and employment opportunities. 


4 SACOG Metropolitan Transportation Plan/ Sustainable Communities Strategy for 2035


MTP/SCS Guiding Principles 


• Smart Land Use—Design a transportation system to support 
good growth patterns, including increased housing and trans-
portation options, focusing more growth inward and improv-
ing the economic viability of rural areas; 


• Environmental Quality and Sustainability—Minimize 
direct and indirect transportation impacts on the environ-
ment for cleaner air and natural resource protection;


• Financial Stewardship—Manage resources for a transporta-
tion system that delivers cost-effective results and is feasible to 
construct and maintain;


• Economic Vitality—Efficiently connect people to jobs and 
goods to market;


• Access and Mobility—Improve opportunities for businesses 
and citizens to easily access goods, jobs, services and housing; 
and


• Equity and Choice—Provide real, viable travel choices for all 
people throughout our diverse region.


Transit Priority Areas (TPAs)


The Mather/Mills light rail station in Rancho 


Cordova is a designated TPA, and is one of five 


communities that are one step closer to having 


new housing, jobs, and shops easily accessible 


by transit . TPAs are areas within a ½-mile of 


high quality transit: a rail stop or a bus corridor 


that provides or will provide at least 15-min-


ute frequency service during peak hours by 


the year 2035 . Compared to residents outside 


the TPAs, residents within TPAs in the current 


MTP/SCS experience many benefits, including:


• living in one of the region’s highest  


employment areas;


• 27 percent lower vehicle miles traveled  


per capita;


• 5 percent lower vehicle trips;


• 29 percent higher walk and bike trips;


• 26 percent lower greenhouse gas  


emissions; and


• 236 percent higher transit trips .
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Activame


infogactive4.me
(530)-402-8250


May 12, 2016


To Whom It May Concern: 


I enthusiastically support the City of Davis application for an Active Transportation 
Program Cycle 3 grant.


Active4.me is a web application that was developed to support the Davis communities 
efforts to increase active transportation and reduce the number of cars around our local 
schools. We fifirmly support and stand behind the goals of a Safe Routes to School 
agenda of encouraging increased numbers of youth who walk or ride to school. 


We partnered with the City of Davis and the Davis Bicycles Schools Committee during 
the past four years, using the Active4.me scanning system to expand a tracking and 
parent-notifification program from 1 to 8 local elementary schools. This technology helps 
parents to feel more comfortable allowing their children to walk or ride to school alone or 
in small groups; as parents are immediately notifified when their child scans in at school 
using a simple, low-cost bar code scanning device. We fully support the City’s goal to 
improve the road safety of school routes throughout Davis, starting with some of our 
more high priority projects. This, coupled with our ongoing program and education 
efforts, will optimize conditions for using active transportation to get to school in Davis.


Active4.me is committed to working with the City of Davis as it continually improves safe 
and fun access to schools for students and their families. Active4.me supports this 
application, and is committed and eager to work with the City to make Davis a safer and 
healthier place for children of all ages.


Sincerely,


Tim Starback
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Empowering Citizens for Climate Action 
June 14, 2016 


 
 


MISSION 


To inspire our community  


to reduce greenhouse gas 


emissions, adapt to a 


changing climate, and 


improve the quality of life  


for all. 
 


COOL DAVIS 


Board Members 


Bill Heinicke 
President 


Lynne Nittler 
Secretary 


Lynne King 
Treasurer  


Carol Bourne 


Dick Bourne 


Kerry Daane Loux  


Michael McCormick 


Judy Moores 


Ann Savageau 


 


 


Staff: 
Christine L. Granger 
Executive Director 


 
 


As Cool Davis is a 501(c)(3) 


organization  


EIN 27-3056050,   


your donation may  


be tax deductible. 


 
 
To whom it may concern: 
 


I write on behalf of the Board of Directors of the Cool Davis Foundation and the partners 
of the Cool Davis Coalition, in support of the City of Davis application for Active Transportation 
Program funding.  
 


Cool Davis and members of our Coalition actively supported the work done to conduct 
the Safe Routes to School Walk and Bike Audits in local schools over the last several years.  We are 
excited about this next step to design and build important infrastructure, which will help to 
implement recommendations from the Audit report.  
 


The Cool Davis Foundation and our 80+ Coalition community organizations, faith 
communities and businesses are committed to implementing the City of Davis’s climate action 
goals.  To achieve these goals, households and families need help to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions (GHG), change their habits and reduce their use of fossil fuel powered vehicles.   


 
Ensuring safe routes to schools is one important way that we know helps families shift to 


walking and bicycling instead of using their cars.  Full implementation of a Safe Routes to Schools 
Program will be most highly effective in conjunction with improved infrastructure and 
connections between existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities. When this is integrated with other 
community based programs and GHG reduction activities it will have powerful outcomes and real 
potential for increasing the numbers of our community's students and families who can safely get 
to schools and other community amenities by foot or bike. 


 
We hope that you will support our City’s efforts through the next steps outlined in the 


application.  We pledge to continue in our role to match their efforts, and help in making our 
community safer, healthier and more sustainable.  
 
 
Sincerely,  


 
Christine L. Granger 
Executive Director 
Cool Davis  
www.cooldavis.org 
www.cooldavis.org/partners    
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June 10, 2016 
 
This letter is in support of the City of Davis application for a state Active Transportation 
Program (ATP) grant.   
 
Bike Davis is a nonprofit advocacy organization in Davis, California. Our schools 
committee works to encourage bicycling to school among Davis K12 students.  The 
committee has worked hard during the past few years, in collaboration with the City of 
Davis Street Smarts program and many volunteers, to increase bike safety awareness 
through bike rodeos and other educational events. Each spring we organize a fun 
familyfriendly bike ride of the 12mile Davis Bike Loop to demonstrate how the loop can 
be used for safe student travel to most of the elementary and junior high schools 
throughout the city.  
 
Bike Davis puts a high priority on reducing the safety concerns of parents and school 
staff due to the often high levels of vehicle congestion caused by student drop‐offs at 
school entrances. We believe such congestion can be substantially reduced if more 
students walk and bike to school. For the past four years we have partnered with the City 
to bring the Active4.me scanning and parent‐notification program to all of our local 
elementary schools, which reassures parents that their children who bike or walk arrive 
safely at school. This program has been very well received, but is not always accessible 
for some of our most underserved students who live in areas that lack the infrastructure 
that allows them to bike or walk to school safely.  
 
Bike Davis has set an ambitious goal to achieve up to 50% bicycle and pedestrian mode 
share throughout the Davis Joint Unified School District, which requires improving the 
existing infrastructure in conjunction with our programming efforts. Safety 
improvements and increased connectivity proposed in the City of Davis grant 
application will encourage more families to choose active transportation modes as 
their primary means of getting to and from school. 
 
Therefore, we fully support the city’s application for the ATP grant and look forward to 
working with the city in implementing the improvements it envisions. 
 
Sincerely, 


 
Patricia Price 
President, Bike Davis 
Chair, Bike Davis Schools Committee 


PO Box 74204 Davis CA 95616 Tax ID 83‐0474165 www.bikedavis.us 



http://www.bikedavis.us/
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION & IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH  
 
According to the Letsmove.gov website “Physical activity is an essential component of a healthy 


lifestyle. It can help prevent a range of chronic diseases, including heart disease, cancer, and 


stroke, which are the three leading causes of death. Physical activity helps control weight, 


builds lean muscle, reduces fat, promotes strong bone, muscle and joint development, and 


decreases the risk of obesity. Children need 60 minutes of play with moderate to vigorous 


activity every day to grow up to a healthy weight…To increase physical activity, today’s children 


need safe routes to walk and bike ride to school, parks, playgrounds and community centers 


where they can play after school.” 


 


Davis childhood obesity rates are significant, based on data generated by Pacific Gas and 


Electric. These rates for children in 5th, 7th, and 9th grades range from 24.8% to 28.4%. Based 


on Aerobic Capacity Tests, 37.6 to 41.8% of these students are unfit. The FRMP rate for K-9 


students in Davis averages 21%. The rate is 57% at Montgomery Elementary and over 20% at six 


other elementary schools. Schools such as these, with a high percentage of children who qualify 


as low income and/or English language learners, have populations whose risk factor is typically 


higher than average. 


We believe that the development and implementation of a SRTS program—including 


recommended improvements to infrastructure—will benefit the community in numerous ways. 


Increased numbers of students walking and biking to schools will reduce the vehicular traffic in 


and around school zones, reducing traffic congestion and leading to improved air quality. This in 


turn will inspire more families to feel comfortable allowing their children to walk or bike to 


school.  The decrease in cars on the road will improve air quality and environmental health. The 


increase in walking and biking will positively impact student emotional and physical well-being, 


as well as academic achievement.  
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Physical Inactivity & Cardiovascular Health 


According to the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation “Nationally, nearly one in three children is 


overweight or obese.”  38% of 5th, 7th, and 9th graders in California are overweight or obese. 


75% of overweight teens are likely to be obese as adults. Being overweight or obese is 


associated with a host of chronic diseases such as high blood pressure, high cholesterol, type 2 


diabetes, coronary heart disease, stroke, respiratory problems, and various forms of cancer.  


http://www.publichealthadvocacy.org/research/overweightdocs2012/Childhood%20Obesity_in


fographic_11-2_v3.pdf  


 


Yolo County is about average within the state of California regarding statistics on overweight 


and obese population, but the county falls short of a number of national goals.            


 Percent adults who are obese or overweight statewide = 57%, Yolo County = 56% 


 Adults at a healthy weight U.S. goal = >60%; CA = 41%, Yolo County= 41% 


 Obese adult U.S. goal = <15%; CA = 23%, Yolo County= 24%  


 Obese/overweight teens U.S. goal = <5%; CA = 31%, Yolo = 30%  


http://www.yolocounty.org/home/showdocument?id=12907.  


 


For every hour spent each day in a car, a person’s risk of being obese increased 6%, while 


obesity risk decreased 5% for every hour walked each day. 
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-Getting Involved in Transportation Planning: An Overview for Public Health Advocates. Public 


Health Law and Policy, TransForm. 2011.  


 


As is evidenced in the previous accounts, promoting increased rates of active 


transportation—like walking and biking—will decrease levels of overweight and obesity, and 


improve cardiovascular fitness among students and their families who participate in the SRTS 


program; leading to increased long-term public health benefits. 


 


Interestingly, in a Danish study children who walked to school outperformed children who rode 


in cars and buses on tests of concentration, and “children who exercise more than two hours a 


week outside of school have a concentration advantage during the day when compared to their 


more passive schoolmates.” Physical activity and higher concentration go hand in hand, and 


walking or biking to school is a good way for children to get active, and, by extension, 


concentrate better on learning during the school day. 


-“Car Children” Learn Less in School, http://www.davisenterprise.com/local-news/news-


columns/davis-bicycles-car-children-learn-less-in-school/ 


 


Air Quality and Environmental Health 


Davis air quality has high risk factors for asthma and other health issues. Davis is part of the 


Sacramento Federal Non-attainment Area or SFNA, for the 8-Hour ozone standard, meaning 


local air quality is not healthy. The Environmental Protection Agency designated SFNA, as a 


‘serious’ non-attainment area in 2004 with an attainment date of June 15, 2013. The 


Sacramento region was required to ‘attain’ this air quality standard by the deadline or risk 


losing Federal funding to the region. A request to extend the deadline to June 15, 2019 was 


approved May 5, 2010, but the EPA also raised the area’s non-attainment designation from 


serious to severe. The City of Davis works with the local Air Quality Management District, in a 


regional effort to reach the air quality standard by the attainment deadline.  


Children are at higher risk from air pollutants than adults because they spend more time 


outside, breathe more rapidly, and inhale through their mouths more often. Their immune 
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systems and organs are also still developing so they may be more sensitive to air pollutants. 


More than 50% of Davis schools are located within ¼ mile of Interstate 80, and 100% are 


located within ¾ mile. Particulate matter can irritate children’s asthma. Ozone, produced by car 


exhaust and sunlight can decrease lung function in children and cause a host of related 


symptoms.  


-Air Pollution and Children’s Health. Cal/EPA’s Office of Environmental Health Hazard 


Assessment and The American Lung Association of California. 2003. 


http://oehha.ca.gov/public_info/facts/pdf/kidsair4-02.pdf    


 


According to Methods for Estimating the Environmental Health Impacts of SRTS Programs, 


published by the National Center for Safe Routes to School, SRTS programs can decrease the 


number of vehicle miles traveled by encouraging citizens to walk and bike, which means there 


will be fewer air pollutants and emissions released by cars. Most of the emissions result from 


the engine warming up, so even short trips release significant emissions; replacing short car 


trips with walking or biking will have a positive effect on air quality. Additionally, schools often 


have measurably worse air quality due to idling vehicles dropping off or picking up students. 


With more people using active transportation, air quality at school sites should increase due 


to reduced car idling. Improved air quality will have a positive impact on student and 


community health and environmental sustainability. 
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Funds Requested $3,512,000.00
Net Present Cost of Funds Requested $3,376,923.08
Benefit Cost Ratio 4.3


Safety


$16,523,061.99
$1,474,892.91


$491,767.68
$1,263,074.47


Gas & Emissions


Mobility


Recreational $2,196,385.04


20 Year Invest Summary Analysis


20 Year Itemized Savings


$4,221,153.85
$21,949,182.10


Health


Net Present Cost
$4,390,000.00


$14,536,493.67
3.44


Total Costs


Total Benefits
Net Present Benefit
Benefit‐Cost Ratio
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INFRASTRUCTURE


Bike Projects (Daily Person Trips for All Users) (Box1A) Project Costs (Box 1D)
Without Project With Project


Existing 163 $4,390,000
Forecast (1 Yr after completion) 163 875


Commuters Recreational Users ATP Requested Funds (Box 1E)
Existing Trips 163 54
New Daily Trips   (estimate) 81.5 27 $3,512,000
(1 YR aftercompletion)    (actual)


CRASH DATA  (Box 1F) Last 5 Yrs Annual Average


Fatal Crashes 0 0
Bike Class Type Bike Class I Injury Crashes 2 0.4


Traffic (AADT) 12,624 PDO 3 0.6


Pedestrian Projects (Daily Person Trips for All Users) (Box 1B) Y or N
Without Project With Project (Capitalized)


Pedestrian countdown signal heads N
Pedestrian crossing Y
Advance stop bar before crosswalk Y


Without Project With Project Install overpass/underpass Y
Existing step counts Raised medians/refuge islands Y
(600 steps=0.3mi=1 trip) Pedestrian crossing (new signs and markings only) Y
Existing miles walked Pedestrian crossing (safety features/curb extensions) Y


Pedestrian signals Y
Safe Routes to School (SR2S) (Box 1C) Total Bike lanes Y


452 Sidewalk/pathway (to avoid walking along roadway) Y
Pedestrian crossing (with enhanced safety features) Y


452 Pedestrian crossing
Other reduction factor countermeasures


36.00%


49.00%


Percentage of students that currently walk or bike 
to school


Existing


Projected percentage of students that will walk or 
bike to school after the project
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Forecast (1 YR after project 
completion) 


Number of student enrollment
Approximate no. of students living along school 
route proposed for improvement


Average  Annual Daily 
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Project Name:
Project Location:


Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery ES and Olive Dr
City of Davis


SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES (improvements) (Box 1G)


Non‐SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost
SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost


Non‐SR2S Infrastructure 
SR2S Infrastructure


App Part C-Attachment J-4- 
Additional Attachments





		Attachment J-1

		App Part C-Attachment J-Additional Attachments 1



		Attachment J-2

		Attachment J-3

		App Part C-Attachment J-Additional Attachments 10

		App Part C-Attachment J-Additional Attachments 7

		App Part C-Attachment J-Additional Attachments 8

		App Part C-Attachment J-Additional Attachments 9



		Attachment J-4










2010 Nielsen SiteReports Demographics Data


Olive Drive


Population 1000


Minority 71%


Non‐English Speaking 47%


High School Education or Less 59%


Average Household Income (2013 ACS) $24,526


Median Household Income  $23,000


% Below Poverty Line 30%


Unemployment 11%


Commute to Work by Non‐Motorized Travel 44%


 


California DOE


 


Free/Reduced Price Meals (FRPM)                                       55%                  
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Olive Drive / Pole Line Road
Connection
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Income Levels Significantly
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(Block level data not avail.)
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B01003 TOTAL POPULATION


Universe: Total population
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.


Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.


Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.


Census Tract 106.02, Yolo County,
California


Census Tract 106.08, Yolo County,
California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total 5,860 +/-422 6,135 +/-546


Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.


While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.


Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.


Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Explanation of Symbols:


    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.


1  of 1 06/13/2016
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S1901 INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2014 INFLATION-ADJUSTED DOLLARS)


2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Data and Documentation section.


Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Methodology section.


Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population Estimates Program that produces and
disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and estimates of housing units for states and counties.


Subject Census Tract 106.02, Yolo County, California


Households Families Married-couple families


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total 2,480 +/-152 656 +/-138 515 +/-99
Less than $10,000 16.7% +/-6.4 4.4% +/-5.3 0.0% +/-6.6
$10,000 to $14,999 8.5% +/-4.1 0.0% +/-5.2 0.0% +/-6.6
$15,000 to $24,999 16.5% +/-5.5 17.5% +/-9.3 13.4% +/-9.5
$25,000 to $34,999 5.4% +/-3.0 2.0% +/-3.2 0.0% +/-6.6
$35,000 to $49,999 19.8% +/-6.9 15.2% +/-11.0 9.1% +/-7.7
$50,000 to $74,999 14.2% +/-5.2 14.3% +/-11.5 18.3% +/-14.2
$75,000 to $99,999 6.1% +/-3.9 14.0% +/-10.4 17.9% +/-12.9
$100,000 to $149,999 9.2% +/-3.5 18.9% +/-8.8 24.1% +/-10.4
$150,000 to $199,999 1.8% +/-2.0 6.7% +/-7.5 8.5% +/-9.4
$200,000 or more 1.8% +/-2.4 6.9% +/-9.2 8.7% +/-11.5


Median income (dollars) 36,667 +/-7,138 63,663 +/-27,309 86,250 +/-14,955


Mean income (dollars) 46,402 +/-6,239 79,923 +/-19,072 N N


PERCENT IMPUTED


  Household income in the past 12 months 31.7% (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Family income in the past 12 months (X) (X) 13.9% (X) (X) (X)
  Nonfamily income in the past 12 months (X) (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract 106.02, Yolo County,
California


Census Tract 106.08, Yolo County, California


Nonfamily households Households Families


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total 1,824 +/-206 1,825 +/-124 829 +/-105
Less than $10,000 21.1% +/-8.3 11.6% +/-4.5 1.0% +/-1.4
$10,000 to $14,999 11.6% +/-5.4 4.7% +/-2.5 1.3% +/-2.1
$15,000 to $24,999 16.1% +/-6.9 14.6% +/-4.7 10.3% +/-6.3
$25,000 to $34,999 7.3% +/-4.1 11.2% +/-5.8 3.7% +/-3.3
$35,000 to $49,999 21.5% +/-9.1 9.5% +/-4.3 7.5% +/-4.8
$50,000 to $74,999 13.4% +/-5.6 11.0% +/-5.1 10.4% +/-5.6
$75,000 to $99,999 3.2% +/-4.2 8.8% +/-3.8 13.1% +/-6.3
$100,000 to $149,999 5.8% +/-4.5 10.7% +/-4.3 17.0% +/-6.7
$150,000 to $199,999 0.0% +/-1.9 10.7% +/-3.3 21.1% +/-7.4
$200,000 or more 0.0% +/-1.9 7.1% +/-3.0 14.6% +/-6.6


Median income (dollars) 26,964 +/-9,936 47,071 +/-7,384 111,827 +/-36,957


Mean income (dollars) 34,102 +/-5,957 86,377 +/-13,135 141,239 +/-23,976


PERCENT IMPUTED


  Household income in the past 12 months (X) (X) 26.8% (X) (X) (X)
  Family income in the past 12 months (X) (X) (X) (X) 18.2% (X)
  Nonfamily income in the past 12 months 38.2% (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract 106.08, Yolo County, California


Married-couple families Nonfamily households


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total 621 +/-84 996 +/-121
Less than $10,000 0.0% +/-5.5 20.5% +/-8.1
$10,000 to $14,999 1.8% +/-2.8 7.5% +/-4.4
$15,000 to $24,999 4.0% +/-4.0 19.8% +/-7.3
$25,000 to $34,999 1.6% +/-2.4 15.8% +/-9.8
$35,000 to $49,999 6.4% +/-5.4 11.2% +/-7.2
$50,000 to $74,999 9.5% +/-6.6 12.4% +/-8.4
$75,000 to $99,999 11.9% +/-6.7 5.2% +/-3.6
$100,000 to $149,999 22.7% +/-8.7 5.4% +/-5.4
$150,000 to $199,999 25.4% +/-8.9 1.2% +/-1.5
$200,000 or more 16.6% +/-8.2 0.9% +/-1.4


Median income (dollars) 138,125 +/-10,904 28,179 +/-7,626


Mean income (dollars) N N 38,522 +/-9,270


PERCENT IMPUTED


  Household income in the past 12 months (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Family income in the past 12 months (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Nonfamily income in the past 12 months (X) (X) 33.9% (X)


Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is represented through the use of a margin of error. The
value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error
and the estimate plus the margin of error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to nonsampling error (for a
discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these tables.


While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB) definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas;
in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.


Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As a result, data for urban and rural areas from the
ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.


Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Explanation of Symbols:


    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated
because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A statistical test is not
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appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available. App Part B-Q1B ACS Factfinder
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ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
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Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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